and 17th December?an interval which proves that the infection did not reach these children before the " isolation," but was the result of the distribution throughout the premises of the specific debris of the original case by the same personal intercourse and common atmosphere of the apartments, which poisoned the milk distributed therefrom to the five self-contained villas. So much for the proof afforded, by the activity of the poison both within and without the premises, of the reckless manner in which the dairyman must have conducted his business. A prosecution was instituted against the dairyman under the Dairies, Cow-sheds, and Milk-shops Order, issued by the Privy Council under the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, July, 1879. The cardinal facts brought out in evidence were these?(1) The dairyman admitted that he and his wife visited the patients morning and evening, but asserted that they did not " touch" them.
(2) The servant stated that her mistress "attended" the patients and milked cows and gave out the milk for Castlehead.
Her master also milked the cows.
They both disappeared up the stair leading to the patients' room, but she could not say whether they " touched" them. (3) She also stated that the nature of the disease was concealed from her, and a neighbour testified that she was told it was " inflammation," and was ordered out of the house because she said " there was fever in accused's house." (4) The Wochensch.
